Web figure 4: Unified Parkinson’s disease rating scale — activities of daily living

Intervention HNo Intervention Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI I/, Fixed, 95% CI
4.3.1 General Physiotherapy v Control
Ellis 2005 -21 28 32 03 23 33 T1.4% -1.80[-3.05 -0.59] i
Fisher 2008 -1.4 2 10 -049 349 10 1245% -0.60[-3.48 238 i E—
Subrtotal (95% CI) 42 43 839% -1.62[-2.77,-047] <O

Heterogeneity, Chi*=0.53,df =1 {F=047) F=0%
Testfor overall effect: Z= 2.76 (F = 0.006)

4.3.2 Treadmill v Control
Fisher 2008 0.6 364 o -08 349 10 10.2%  1.50 F1.81, 4.81] 1
Subtotal (95% CI) 10 0 10.2%  1.50 [-1.81, 4.81] =B EE—

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: =089 (F=0.37)

4.3.3 Dance v Control

Duncan 2012 -06 75 26 1.9 84 26 5.9% -2.50[-6.83, 1.83] S
Subtotal {95% CI) 26 26 59% -2.50[-6.83, 1.83] ——e
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.13 (P = 0.26)

Total {95% CIj 78 70 1000% -1.36[-2.41,-0.30] L 3
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Heterogeneity: Chi*= 3.87, df= 3 (P = 0.28): F= 22%
Testfor overall effect: Z= 252 (P = 0.01)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chif=3.34, df= 2P =019, F=40.1%



